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Applicant(s) 


Lenz et al. 


Examiner 


Michael E. Butler 


Art Unit 

3653 



~ The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specrfied above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX 16) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the malting date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on Oct 28, 2002 

2a) K This action is FINAL. 2b) □ This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice \jn6e[ Ex parte Quayfe, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) SI Claim(s) 7-53 is/are pending in the application. 


4a) Of the above, claim(s) 7-32, 37, 38, 40-48, ar)d 50-53 
5)0 Claim(s) 


6)S1 Claim(s) 33-36, 39, and 49 

?)□ Ciaim(s) 

8)0 Claims 


is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 


are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 


Application Papers 

9)n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)1x1 The drawing(s) filed on Aug 72, 2002 is/are a) K accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 dD The proposed drawing correction filed on is: ajD approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some* c)^ None of: 

1. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
a)0 The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) O Notice of References Cited (PTO-8921 4) O Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) Q Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement (s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s).^ ^ & 7 1 g] Q other: 


U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 


Office Action Summary 


Part of Paper No. 17 


Serial Number: 09/739080 Page: 2 

Art Unit: 3653 


DETAILED ACTION 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office Action, and apply to this and any subsequent Office Actions. 

Priority 

2. AppUcant's claim(s) of priority to provisional apphcation 60/170987 filed 
12/15/99 is acknowledged. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. Redundancies on appHcant's IDS of paper 14 common to the form 892 of paper 
12 - which probably crossed in the mail - have been struck after consideration. 

Drawings 

4. The new formal drawings are acceptable and have been approved by the 
draftsman. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant 
for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent 
in the United States 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international 
application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 
371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 


6. Claims 33-34, 39, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by OrdaCard which discloses: 
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(re: cl 33) An ID card personalization device comprising: a card print mechanism 
(L2), a network and adapter (LI & L2-4), web client (LI 3); 

(re: cl 34) web browser subscribed to data for web client (L3); 

(re: cl 39) data subscription services (L3, enrollment) 
(re: cl 49) web server for serving data (L 13). 

7. Claims 33-34, 39, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 

by Provost which discloses: 

(re: cl 33) An ID card personalization device comprising: a card print mechanism 

(106), a network and adapter (c5 L 37-38), web client (c5 L 15; c5 L 29-40); 

(re: cl 34) web browser subscribed to data for web client (c 14 L39-53); 

(re: cl 39) data subscription services (c5 L 29-40); 

(re: cl 49) web server for serving data (c5 L 29-40; 102). 

8. Claims 33, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 

Watanabe. Watanabe discloses: 

(re: cl 33) An ID card personaUzation device comprising: a card print mechanism 
(c2 L 49-53) a network and adapter (c4 L 27-43), web client (39); 
(re: cl 49) web server for serving data (38). 

9. Claims 33 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 

D'Entremont et al. which discloses: 

(re: cl 33) An ID card personalization device comprising: a card print mechanism 
(c 6 L 7-36), a network and adapter (c7 L 8-17), web client (22); 
(re: cl 49) web server for serving data (20; c6 L50-63). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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11. Claims 33-36, 39, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over OrdaCard in view of Knowlton '692, with OrdaCard disclosing the 
elements previously discusse. 

Knowlton *692 discloses the elements not inherently disclosed by OrdaCard of: 

(re: cl 35) web page containing links to information (cll L 14-36 ); 

(re: cl 36) links are selected from the group: html and xml (c 1 1 L 14-36). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for OrdaCard to use web 

pages containing links so as to allow wide-based and disparate customers the opportunity 

to place orders from remote locations and it would have been obvious to use a universally 

used common language as HTML to permit those divers customers the opportunity to 

place orders remotely as taught by Knowlton '692 and come up with the instant 

invention. Knowlton '692 also teaches web clients, web servers, network adapters, 

browsers, subscription services taught by the base reference. 

12. Claims 33-36, 39, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Provost in view of Knowlton '692, with Provost disclosing the 
elements previously discussed and fixrther disclosing: 

Knowlton '692 discloses the elements not inherently disclosed by Provost of: 

(re: cl 35) web page containing links to information (cll L 14-36 ); 

(re: cl 36) links are selected from the group: html and xml (c 1 1 L 14-36). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention for Provost to use web 

pages containing links so as to allow wide-based and disparate customers the opportunity 

to place orders from remote locations and it would have been obvious to use a universally 

used common language as HTML to permit those divers customers the opportvmity to 

place orders remotely as taught by Knowlton '692 and come up with the instant 
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invention. Knowlton '692 also teaches web clients, web servers, network adapters, 
browsers, subscription services taught by the base reference. 

Response to Arguments 
13. The applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are unpersuasive 
in overcoming the rejections but for applicant's browser arguments conceming claim 34 
pertaining to Watanabe. 

Applicant alleges OrdaCard is lacking a card print mechanism. Ordacad uses an 
hidigo offset digital printer in the remote Intemet-networked printing of photo ID cards 
Client. The Web client, as claimed, software is explicitly taught by OrdaCard. If 
applicant now elects a preference for a narrower definition of client, he should amend 
around the reference. Applicant asserts the installation of server software fails to teach a 
server. The Office disagrees as installation of server software comprises a configuring of 
the software onto the server. Enrolhnent to the remote serves constitutes subscribing. 

(re) Provost, the web "clients"(c5 L 15) network connected (c5 L 37-38) to the 
host server 102, network adapter a plurality of components qualifying in at least some 
capacity within the broad concept of a network adapter are found such as the modem, 
"network connection". 

(Re) Watanabe, the client once connected, the cHent becomes a part of the system. 

(Re: D'Entremonte) client is applicability in id card personalization device. The 
purpose of the unit is for drivers Ucenses, military ID cards, welfare cards-all forms of ID 
cards. 

(Re) Knowlton-applicant concedes the Knowlton obviates the secondary the 
elements positions rise and fall with the base claims as discussed above. 
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Conclusion 


14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed imtil after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi"om the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Exmr. Michael E. Butler whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-8344. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald Walsh, can be reached on (703) 306-4173. The fax number for the 
Group is (703) 305-7687. 
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Examiner 


